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Ecological forecasts were provided by a multi-modeling framework nitrogen load; SED = sediment loads; July T = average July temperature. Future work will run buffer and groundwater recharge protection scenarios for sub-
(MREMYS) for the Muskegon River Watershed by a partnership of modelers Changes imply a long-term trajectory relative to 1998 conditions. watersheds to direct planning and restoration efforts, and expand modeling effort to
from MSU, UM, Purdue , NOAA, and Fisheries Projections, Inc. other watersheds.
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